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HAVE received the Pamphlet you fent me, Intitled, 
The Opinion of One that has perufel the Sumner 
Marning’s Conzerfation, concerning Original Sz, 

i xc. Ina Letter toa Friend,fubleribed \. B.—The 
W riter, it feems, (whoever he was) tho’t his private 
Opinion of fo yreat Importance, as to publifh it to the 
World : tho? he tookCare in the mean Time (for Reafons 
bett known to himfelt,) to conceal his Name from pvb- 
lick Notice, undcr the ambiguous, and indeterminate Sig- 
nification of thofe two Letters. And tho’ you did not 
exprefly fignify your Defire, that I wou’d make my Ob- 

ervations upon it, yet from the Manner and Circumftan- 

ces of its being deliver’d tome, I had Reafon to con- 
clude that was your Expeciation ; and as I am the Perfon 
chiefly (tho” not only) conce rn’d in the Reflections throw 
out in the faid Pamphict, the fame may be expected by 
many otheis alfo. 

1 hall therefore give myfelf the Trouble of commu- 
nicating my Thoughts to you of that Picce, fo far as 
it relates tome. in afew Words : for there is very little 
in it that affeéts the Subject of the Summer-Morning’s 
Conver ation, To 
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To begin then with the Title Page——Who would 
have tho't, by the Pitic above-mention’d, but that the 
Writer intended to declare lis Opinion of the main Sub. 
jet of the fail Concerftisn, which (he fays) he had 
perufed ; but this, you obierve, Sir, is pais’d over intircly, 
excepting one particular Palace, (which fhall afterwards 
he confider’d) and his general Cenfure in the Introduétion 
of his Epitile, And be has fingled out that for the Mat- 
ter of his chicf Re!'ections, which is foreign to the faid 
Converfation, net on!y had no Share in it, but was therein 
exprefiy and re, catcdly fet afide from being any Part of 
the Suljeétin Dedate ; and that is the Liu! lene/s of all 
NM ikind tc the Torments of tell, on the Account of the 
Sirf Sin This I wholly wav’d ; yet this is the main 
Thing, this Writer infifis on. For thus ke delivers his 
Opinion (.s it follows in his Tide-Page) 1 tive Things 
primetpatiy, + iz. 

Firft, "Vhat Thad cffer'd that, which has renter'd it 
ampofitle theDeFrine of the Imprtation of Adarn’s Gutlt to 
bis Pofterity Uhould Le true, in the Calvinifiic Sent. And 

Secaudly, Vhat Lhad deserted the Calviniitical DeFrive 
of imputed Guilt, and given it up into the Hands of its 
Enemies, as it teiwhes the Liehlenefi of all Markind 
witieu Exceptions the Torments of Hell on Account of 
the fill Sin. The former of thefe he fpeaks to but in 
few Wo ds; concerning which J fhall have Occafion in 
the Sequel to fhew.how much he is mitlaken.—As to the 
Jatter Pofition,—Ir is a great Impropriety in this Writer 
to fay, that T had deferted that which he calls the Ca/vi- 
riftica! \. Sine, that which teaches the LiablenefS of ,all 
Mankind tothe Tormerts of Hell on Account of the 
Frit Sins unlefs it could appear that I had ever held thae 
De&rine,or underteck to defend it : for cana Man with 
any Propriety be fhid to deferta Point of Do&rine which 
Jic never maistain’|, nor tho’t himfelf obliged to defend ? 
_ A Man may be a Favovrer of the Calzini fic Doftrine in 
general, and yet not efpoufe every Point of Calvinifin, 
(us itis catled) efpeciully not ia their Senfe, who give it 
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that Name. Not lefS, bur rather mare apparent is hit 
Impropricty, in faying, I had given up this Point into the 
Hands of its Enemies ; inttead of fayinz, 1 had inurely 
waved it, Where is the Adve: fary, with whom] ever 
contelted it ? Vf this Writer is of Opinion, that the fetting 
afide, or waving a Poiat, is the Lane Thing with giving 
it up into the Hands of its Enemics, I muti profeis my 
felf to be of a different Opinion. 4 may for divers Rea- 
fons wave a Point, that is, not brinx it nto Debate (were 
it only to cutfhort a Difpute) which yet 1 moft firmly 
believe, and plainly difcern, low ¢ iy it as defenfible ; 
yet who will fay, in fuch a Calc, | vive it up lato the 
Hands of kis Enemies ? Again, I may not be thoro’ly 
clear in a Point ef Doétrine, and for that Reafon wave it, 
and not enter into Dilpute upon it, and yet may be far 
from giving it up; the Matter may hang in Aguilihrio, 
and no preponderating Reafon appears,at prefent, en one 
Side, or tother, to fway or determine the Judgment. 
The giving vp a Point to an Adyerfary (if J know what 
it means) fuppofes it a Matter in Difpure, or undertaken 
to be detended, buat which the Defendunt yields up to 
his Antagoniit, being convine’d by the fuperior Force of 
his Reafons, that it is not to be defended. Thus I have 
not given upany one Thing which I undertook to defend 
in the Sammer- Morning's Converfition. Tinerefore this 
Writer’sOpinion in this Particular, requires fome Corre -- 
tion. But let it be wav’d or given up, it was no Part of 
the Subject I took upen me to defend in {aid Cz nverjclisn, 
but intirely diftinct from it, and which I repeatedly de- 
clared I would have nothing to do with. He might as 
well have bro’t in his Opinion of the Creation, or Naah’s 
Flood, and intitled it, The Opinion cf exe that had pors/= 
ed the Summer-Morning® sConver (ition, —as well, I fay,as 
the future Torments all Mankind are Table to for 
the firft Sin. Bet by what I have odferv'd of his Title- 
Page, you may perceive, Sir, how little 1 an concern’d 
in the main Part of his Letter. 
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However, that I may not wholly difappoint your Ex- 
pectition, I fhall go on to remark a few Taings on the 
Letter icdelf. You obferve, Sir, itis introdue’d with <e- 
neral Cenfures, which this Writer is pleated to pafs on the 
Piece 1 pubdlifhed, that ] had therein difcover’d « the 
«| Want of Humility,—Mecknefs, Cando: , and good Na- 
< ture; infinuating, that 1 had written with aa ‘ im- 
* bitter’dSpirit.” P. 2.—He had done well,and L fhould 
have taken it kindly, if he had defcended to Particulars, 
and pointed out the Inflances, wherein I had in any ob- 
fervable Degree fuil’d in Refpeét of thofe amiadleChritti- 
an Virtues. Buta Man has no Remedy in his Power 
agiinft general Cenfures. “Though I am tree to own my 
Deteéts in the fore-mentioned execllent Qualities, as in 
all other Chriftian Graces ; and I pray God to increafe 
them in us all; yet am as little con{cious to myfelf of any 
Defegs of that Kind in compofiag the ‘Tract referred to, 
as in any Thing I have ever written. L had no Man’s 
Peron in View, as the Object of my Reflections ; I have 
no where us’d Severity of Language, but where there was 
jait Ground and Occafion given for it (not only in my 
own, but others Opinion) and there, it is always decent, 
and proper. And if I have, on fome Occafions, exprefs’d 
mytfelf with greater Earneitnefs, andConcern, as theMat- 
ter required, a fmail Degree of that Candour, which this 
Gentleman {ems fo much to admire, and commend, might 
have inclin’d him to a milder Interpretation of it, than to 
impute it to an imbitter’d Spirit ; I readily agree with this 
Writer, that the 7/fru@ing Oppafers in Meeknefs, is the 
beft and propereft Method of gaining them to the Acknow- 
ledament of the Truth ; yet that_ this Meeknefs will ad- 
mit fomething of Smartn-f3 and Vivaciry of Expreffion to 
be joined with it, as Occafion requires,in reproving Errors, 
to fhew,the Reprover is in Earneft,mutt be allowed ; elfe 
we make the Apoftle’s Advice to Tinethy. to clafh with 
his Exhortation to Titus, Rebuke them fharply, that they 
may be found in the Fuith, (Tit 1. 13.) é 
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_ But when this Writer had given fufficient Intimation of 
his Attachment to the Principles of the // tnter-Evening 
Couverfation, Lhad no Reafon at all to wonder iat adler 
Thad written did not anfwer his Expectation : or that it 
did not carry in it duch Light, and Evidence, as to ftrike 
Convict'en, recommend itfelt to his go0d Liking, or to 
the geod Opivion of all he converfes with ; or 
that it anpeared dark, and perplex’d, and in fome Places 
unintelligible ; and that it was tco lengthy, &c. Such 
Cenfures, 1 pais lightly. While the ‘Truth, which I have 
appeared in the Defence of, is fate (as L find little or no« 
thing material objeéted againft it) I am cafy, whatever bee 
comes of my Reputation. But to ferious and Hamble 
Enquirers into the Mind of God in his Word, I hore I 
fhall not be counted an Exeny, berafe T tell ties te 
Truth, tho? a Truth diflatteful to Fleth and Blood and 
tho’ in a Stile, perhaps lef$ grateful to delicate, and nice 


Palates. May [ never forfeit the Prive that is vt of 


Man but of Cod: and it thall be a very fall Téinz with 
me, to be judged of Man's Fudsmeat. a 
I pals, therefore, to a more dircét Confideration of this 
Gentleman’sO pinion ; which he has diftributed under two 
Articles, mention’d before in his Title-Page. As to both 
which l mutt previoufly obferve, that this Letter-Writer 
is much miflaken in fuppofing that I undertook to defend 
the Calviniftic Scheme, in every Point ; as he often irti- 
mates, in charging me with deviating from it, and « ‘ee 
ferting and giving up the Calvinittical Dogtrine of imputed 
Guilt,” and with not holding it “ in the full Senfe, in 
which it is maintained byCalvini/?s,” Sc. W hereas, | un- 
took the Defence of: no human Scheme of thisDoatrine « 
but the divine Scheme founded in the holy Scriptures ; 
and this he might have obferved from my Tirle, whieh 
is, Z he Scripture-DoGrine (not theCal: in:Aical Doétrine 
of Original Sin fluted and defended. Andif he could 
have produced one plain Text in the Bible to convince 
me of Error, it would have been of more Weight wth 
xe than an Hundred Quotations trom other Writers, 
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«© For, Ttake the holy Scriptures alone for theRule of my 


Faith, and not the Doé&trine of Ca/vin, or of thofe who 
are his Followers. And I can aflore this Gentleman, 
that | have no * private Scheme of my own,” but what 
J build on the Foundation of the Prayphets and Apoftles,the 


, publick Reeords ef the Cherch. ‘Therefore, the’ I own 


myfcif of Opinion. that the Ca/cin Cical Do&rine, as it is 
called, is, in the main, mere agreable to uic Canon of 
facred Scripture, than any other heman Scheme I have 
known, yet I never tho’t myfeif obliged to aifert or de- 
fend any Point that goes under the Name cf Caivinifi, 
further than T find it agrees with thole facred Cra: les. 
Ber it appears a little {lrange to me, that this Writer, un- 
der his fecgud Article, thould reprefent theDcétrine, which 
teaches that any Infants of 2fdum’s Race are liable to a 
futvre Condemnation for his firft Tranfgreffion, as the 

ecullar Tenet of the Ca/einij?s ; when it is known, this 

crine has been held generally in the CatholickChurch, 
many “ges before Ca:vin was born, or the Name of a 
Calving? heard of. And this Writer himfelf quotes St. 
Augitine, in the beginning of the sth Century, as being 
of this Cy inion, and affirming the Damnation of Infants 
that die without Baptifm. (Letter P, 21.)—Whether, or 
how f-r this is Truth, can be determin’d only by divine 
Rev lation. 

That which I have undertaken to affert and maintain, 
relates only to the Sinfilne/s of Man’s State, as fallen 
in Adam, (abitraded from the Confideration of the Pu- 
nifoment and Mifery of fallen Man, efpecially in a future 
State) vz. The Guilt of his firft Sin imputed, together 


_with a finful, depraved Nature tranfinitted to them in the 


Courfe of ordinary Generstion, and that by Virtue of his 
being both their natural and federal Head, or Reprefen- 
live; this indeed is the Calviniilic Do@rine, and this I 
hold as founded on the facred Scriptures. 

Wherefore I come now to enguire, what this Gen- 
tleman has offer’ to make good hisOpinion, ‘that Ihave 


“ unhappily faid that which renders it impoffible the 
* Doérine 


ae ee 

« Dodtine of the Imputation of .44i?s Guilt to his 
«© Poiterity fhould be trug,as it is held by theCa/ziai 75.” 
Bat is it not flrange, that this Wricer Should wholly overs 
look the feveral Arguments L mace ule of trom plain 
Scripture, to prove the Jmputaton of ddam’s Ciilt to 
his Pofterity, 1s he ftood their Covenant-Head, or Jecel 
Reprefentative ; without making the leatOdjectios agaiatt 
any one of them? But only flartsa Dithiculty trom an 
occafional Patlage or two, drop’d in the ProcetS of the 
Difcourfe, which he thinks is not capabie of a Solution ; 
and whereby he fappoies the Point is non-phis’d. But 
is it not aruled Cafe, that when a Pointor Ditcourfe is 
made plain and evident from clear “Lcit'monies of Scrip- 
ture, the Difficulties that may arife in Men's Minds, in 
Relation to it, can be no jutt or reafonsdle Objcétion 
acain{t the Truth of the Doétrine itfclt, or the Pothibiliry 
of the Thing afferted and proved ? Otherwite, there are 
but few Doétrines capable of being di fended agattt thofe 
who are ready to objc& with Nicodemus, Hsu cay thefe 
Things be ? But I have no Reafon, to feck to avail my- 
felf of this Maxim in the preféne Cafe ; the Difficulty 
objected, is capable of an cafy Solution, And the Gen- 
tleman feems not to have a Mind, that the DoS&rine main- 
tained fhould be true; otherwife, I have fo good an 
Opinion, both of his natural and acquired Abitines, that 
¥ doubt not, he could cafily have folved the fid Dith- 
culty himfelf, if he had bent his Mind that Way. 

The Paflages refer’d to in my Book, are (the frr/?) 
in P. 55. Where I am fhewing the {cveral Mingations and 
Abatements of the Rigour of the Threatning in the Sen- 
tence pafs’d on our firit Parents after their Tranfgreifion, 
and particularly fay, “ By the Threatning they were to 
*¢ die in the very Day they finned.” ic. They were to 
die not only a fpiritual Death, which was both the natural 
and penal Effect immediately confequent on their Trani= 
greflion, as they became thereupon alienated from the 
Life and Image of God, wherein fpiritual Death coniilts : 
Nor only as they became thereupon mortal, being feized, 
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(as may be fuppos‘d) with fuch Diforders in their natu- 
ral Conilitution, as to become then, and thereupon dying 
. Creatures ; the Cautes, and Principles of their Mortality 
besinning then to operate towards a Diflolution ; not 
only, I fay, in thefeRKefp ects, were they to die in the very 
Day of their finning, but according to the Rigour of the 
Dbreatning (which is the ‘Thing L plainly intended) they 
Were then to dic a bod'ly Death, by a Separation of their 
Souls, and the Dit}tution of their Bodies into their firft 
Princimles. For if fuch bodily Death be included in the 
"Threatning, who can make any Doubt, but in Cafe of 
the rigorous Execution of it, without auy Abatement or 
Favour, they thould certaiily have thus diced in the very 
Day in which they tranfgrefs’d the Commandment of their 
Make rby eating the forbiddenFruit ? For fo the Threat- 
ning runs, Ja the Day thou eate/t thereaf, thou fhalt 
Jurely die. 

I would here obferve, that the Covenant God made 
with Adam, as the Head and Reprefentative of his Race, 
confitted of a Command to refrain from the Fruit of the 
forbidden Tree : And aT breatning of prefent Death in 
Cafe of "Tranfsreffion : And a promife therein implied 
(Of continning, and prolonging his Life toa bleffed Immor- 
tality, in Cafe of Obedience. The Command eflablifhed 
Man’s Duty. The Prowifé eftlablifhed his Right to an 
happy Life, but did not abfolutely determine the Event, 
that he fhould enjoy thisLife, but only onCondition of his 
Obedience. The Threatning eftablifhed the Right of 
the Creator, but did not abfolutely determine the Event, 
(even in Cafe of Tranfgreffion) that he fhould actually, 
aud eventually die in the very Day that he tranforefs’d. 
For as to the threaten’d Penalty,the whole Right or Pow- 
er refides in the fupreme Law-giver, cither to execute it 
in its full Rigour, or to {ufpend, or moderate it; or remit 
it altogether, upon wife and reafonable Confiderations. 

Now lect me takeNotice of the other occafional Paffage 
in the next Page, zz. « If there had been no Redeemer 
** appointed for fallen Man, no Satisfaction to the injured 
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« Juftice of God for that firft Tronfgrefion, to make 
« Way for his Mercy to Man, we don t fuppore that 
«© Adam would have had any Pofterity at all, but that he 
“ himfelf would have been cut off, and per ithed accord- 
«« ing to the Rigour of the Vhreatning. to the very Day 
“ in which he finned, even 2s the finning Angels were, 
“ and that everlaitingly.” “The Grounds of this Suppo- 
fition, I doubt not, are plain and obvious to every i 
Capacity. Fo. we can imagine no other Reafon o = 
Ditlerence God has made between the fining Angels, 
and finning Man, by indulzing a Reprieve to the latter, 
which was denied to the former, than becoufe he had be- 
fore appointed a Redeemer for fallen Man, but nae for the 
fallen Angels. (2 Pet. 2. 4.) But in Cafe no Redeemer 
on: 1 alle Reafon have we 
had been appointed for fallen Man, what ae 
to fuppole, our firit Parents would not hay c fharec aA 
Fate of the apoftate Angels, by the rigid Execution se 
the Threatning in the very Day in which they ae 
Confeguently,that they could not pollibly be the arents 
of the human Race. ’Tis, I contefs, but a Suppofition 
of what was never defian’d aftually to tike Place. But 
every one that underflands any “Vhing of Logg kn 
that in a Suppotition, or hypothetical oa; oe 
Parts, both the Antecedent, and Confequent, bot 1 the 
Thing fuppofed, and the ‘I hing inferred, taken a 
ly, may be falfe ; yet both thefe Parts being connette , 
a conditional Propofition, that Propofiion may be a 
certainly truce. As in the prefent Inflance, it is not true, 
that there was no Redeemer appointed for fallen Man, 
or that he was cut off, and perifhed in the very Day pe 
he finned. Again, it is not true, that Adan had eee - 
rity. Yet this Aypothetical Propofition (confifting : 0 
thefe Parts connected) that if there had been noRe mic 
appointed for fallen Man, and confequently, if ae ei 
been cut off, and perifh’d according to the Rigour Oo oe 
Threatning, he could have had no Pofterity, is a se HS 
evident Truth. So that all that I have offered in thefe 
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as Une <ceptionably true. 


see n w how this Gent] 
we aa wW Lihid Gentleme ara ; 
Paihe ten arzues from the two 


MNSes quoted, to make out the Ground of this his Opi- 
dion. here are two Things principally, which he in- 
fiits on to this Purpofe, in both which he is evidently mif= 
taken. (1.) Fie is miflaken in fuppofing me to ere or 
intend, that according to the Tenor o cheCogenshe ~ 
with es lam, his Pofterity could have no Exiftence alae 
of hisSi4 ; whence he concludes,he could not pofibly et 
a nt them, fo as to fubject them to thePenalty incurred 
as idee Es proceeds to reafon, P. 6. It don’t 
* teem potiidle, that he? (Ldaw) « fh i 
“© venant-Head_ or Iccal tee ies — cS 
— a egal Rey tative, fo as that they 

fhould be liable with him to the threstned Penalty— 

fice by the Covenant that was made with him, he was 
* » ag ey very Duy he fixned ; and could not have bad 

Po perms, but by the .Appciniment of a Redeemer.” 
aa ae 1t poMidle this Covenant fhould be fo made 
" + ae as that his Pofterity, in Virtue of it, fiould 
z ples Aes Penalty of it, when according to 

ate XR ; B} f e z 1 i 
“ of his Sin have Sahat hearts los he 
meemry =? (Let: P.6.) Be a is a yea 
5 ee a ) Bet th’s is all founded on a 
ake ; for - have no where atiirmed, that. 4dam’sPoftes 
iy according to the Tenor of the Covenant could not 

come intoExiftence,as A: fiined,” (fo tis exprefs'd, P.6.) 
or “ inCafe of his Sin” (P. 7.) or, “in Cafe he finned” 
(as it Is repeated again in the fame Page) but in Cafe of 
the rigorous Fxceution of the Threatning, in the Excifion 
of our firft Parents in the very Day of their Tranfereffion = 
And this one Remark deteés the Sovhiliry f the ee 
“ose pauiry ef the whole 

T have indeed afertcd the eatning ( 
ing of the Rigour of it, : ith x sis Pane sores 
g t, without any Abatement) they 
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were to die in the veryDay that they finned.iec. Of Right 
they were to die, by the Threatning, but not eventually. 
According to the Tenor of the Covenant with Adam, he 
was threatned with Death, and Death became his Due in 
the Day that he finned. But the Threatning did not 
determine the Event, that he fhould actually die, even in 
Cafe of his finning. It only ferv’d to contlitute the 
Duenefs of t's» Penalty, and fecure the Right of the Le- 
giflator, This Gentleman doubtlefs knows theDifference 
between a Predi&ion, and a Threatning ; that a Predigtion 
abfolutely and infallibly determines the Event, but not fo 
a Threatning; not even, tho’ the finning Creature be- 
comes obnox'‘ous to the threatned Penalty. How many 
Threatnings find we in Scripture, which were not even- 
tually execated in their Rigour ? So that on Suppofition 
of .4dam’s finning, or tranfgrefling the Covenant God 
made with him, and his becoming thereupon obnoxious 
to the Death threarned, it does not follow that he could 
have no Pofterity, whoin he might fo reprefent, as to in- 
volve them in the Penalty of his-Sin ; for there was ftill 
Room left for a Reprieve :— that only follows on Suppo- 
fition of the rigid Infliétion of the Penalty. A Threat- 
ning (as was faid) properly eftablifhes the Right of the 
Law-giver for fecuring his Honour, by infliéting it on 
the finning Creature. And as this Right refides wholly 
with the Lawgiver, he may execute, fufpend, or abate 
the Rigour of it, as he in his Wifdom and Good-pleafure 
fees moft fitting, If he inflicts the Threatning in its Ex- 
tremity, he is juft, and he had a Right to infli& it on o'r 
firft Parents in the Day wherein they finned, by a rigorous 
Execution ; if he fufpends and moderates its extream Ri- 
gour, he is not unjuft, but merciful and kind. And that: 
with Refpect to fallen Adem, it has pleafed God both to 
fufpend and moderate the firft Threatning, we all know, 
and are Monuments of his Goodnefs therein, and owe our 
Exiftence thereunto. And the Reafon of this divine in- 
dulgence to Mankind, fo far as lies open to our View, is 
becaufe God had kind Intentions towards the Race of 
apoftae 
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«poftate Adam, of glorifying his rich Grace and Mercy 
on great Numbers of them in their eternal Salvation by 
Jefas Chritt—Wherctore | come to obferve (2.) ‘This 
Gentleman is miilaken in the Ground, which (he fays) 
1 plead for fufpending thcPenalty, on which it was pothi- 
ble for Adam’s Pofterity to come into Being : which he 
makes to be an after provifisnal 4a of Grace. For {fo 
he gocs on, “ It is to be remember’d, that it is not sccord- 
“« jng to the Tenor of thisCovenant,but/as thisGentleman 
* pleads) by an after provifional Act of Grace, mitigat- 
‘ ing its Rigour, and fufpending the Operation of its 
« Penalty, that it became poflible for them to come into 
“ Being.” But this ] have not pleaded, as the Ground of 
the Sufpenfion of the Penalty, if by an afier previfional 
At of Grace he means thePromife of a Redeemer, under 
the Charaéter of the Seed of the IV oman, Gen. 3. 15. 
And what elfe he can mean by that Phrafe, I know not. 
But this Promife was not properly the Reafon of the 
Sufpenfion of the Penalty, or of God's granting Adam a 
Reprieve after his ‘Tran{greflion : but rather the Efcé or 
Confequent of that which was the true Reafon of fuch a 
Reprieve ; which was not an “ after-provifional Act” or 
«a pofterior Act of Grace” (as this Gentleman fpeaks) 
but an antecedent Provifien of Grace, in the Counfel and 
Purpofe of God, relating to the Recovery and Salvation 
of fallen Man. For we are led to conceive,according to 
the divine Plan, fo far as it is revealed to us, that the glo- 
rious God, from Eternity, intending to glorify himfelf 
and his Perfeétions, efpecially his Mercy and Grace, in 
the Redemption of Mankind, fallen into Sin and Mifery, 
on the Forcfight of Man’s Fall, pre-ordained his own Son 
to be their Redeemer, and to make Satisfaction for the 
injur’d Rights of his Juftice, and Government, by be- 
coming a Sacrifice for them to make Way for the Exercife 
of Mercy to Mankind. r Pet. 1.18, 19.20. Ye were 
redeemed—with the precious Blood of Chrift—who verily 
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was fore-ordained befcre the Foundation of the World. In 


Confideration whereof, it pleafed God to reprieve fallen 


ans 


iy) 

Alam from theDeath he had incurred by hisTranfgreffion, 
and to prolong his Life, and the Race of Men, froin Ge- 
neration to Generation, to make Room for the Difplay 
of inis re&toral Perteétions in the Government of a Medi- 
ator over apottate Mankind. And this was the true 
Ground of the Sufpention of the rigorous Execution of 
te threatued Penairy. The Promite of the Seed of the 
Fy 4 nan, was but thePublication (tho’ the firft Publication) 
of Goud’: eternal gracious Intcution towards Man. 

Nor was the Threatning, how peremptory foever it 
foc ns, ine vafiitent with the eternal Purpote of God to 
fufpend it; but was neceflary in the-xercife of the divine 
Governmeut over Man, to fecure his Obedience, and to 
guard him againft the Trarfereilion. And the more fe- 
vere.the Threatning was,the better adapted it was to thofe 
Purpofes. Nor was the Sufpenfion ef the threatned Pe- 
nalty, inconfittent with, or derogatory to the divine Truth 
or Veracity in the Phreatning itfelf; for it is the acknow- 
Jedg’d Right and Prerogative of the divine Lawgiver, ei- 
ther to execute, or for wife and jutt Reafons, to remita 
Penalty threatened, either in Whole, or in Part, without 
any Impeachment of his Juftice or Truth. Not to add, 
that the Threatning begun to take Place in the Day that 
our firft Parents finned ; who were thereby thrown into 
great Diforders of Body and Mind : in which Death in 
its Caufes and Principles began to operate ; that the Life, 
which was prolong’d to them, was thence-forward but a 
dying Life, (as it is with all their Pofterity) ill Death was 
compleated ina total Diffolution. 

It appears hence, this Writer has committed an egreg’ - 
ous Miftake, in reprefenting me as faying to this Effeét, 
that “ he (Adam) could never have had Pofterity, (ac- 
“* cording to the Tenor of the Covenant made with him) 
«© inCate he finned,—but by an afterProvifion of Grace.” 
This I never faid ; this I never tho’t. In Cafe he finned, 
he was threatned with Death ; and in Cafe the Threatning 
in its Rigour had been executed, he could have had no 
Pofterity, this | have faid,and do fay. Of Right, he was 
te 
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to have died, by the Threatning, in the Day that he fine 
ned ; but it was the divine Counfel and Purpofe, and not 
the Threatning, that determined the Event. And in all 
this, there is nothing inconfiftent with /4dam’s having a 
Potterity to be reprefented by him in the firft Covenant ; 
fo as that in Cafe of his Sin, they fhould become liable 
with him, to the Penalty of it. For God in his eternal 
Prefcience and Decree, fore-feeing the Fall of Man, and 
his Obnoxioufnefs by the Threatning to immediate Death 
and Ruin, determined to exercife his fupreme Right, as 
Law-giver, in giving him a Repricve, that the Offspring, 
which in his Creation he was appointed the Head and Pa- 
rent of, might not fail ; and that the Purpofe of his glo- 
rious Work of Redemption, might take ae among his 
degenerate Race. And in the Execution of this Plan, 
God created 4dam with a Capacity and Power to propae 
gate his Species ; and by his Benediction did, in Effe&, 
affure him of an Offspring, ordaining him to be the Pro- 
genitor and Reprefentative of the human Race ; and in 
that Capac’*y treated with him, in the firft Covenant. By 
the Violation of whichCovenant,he has fubjeéted himfelf, 
with all his Pofterity, to the Penalty of it. And true it 
is after all, had this Penalty been executed withoutA bate- 
ment of its Rigour, he muft have been cut off, and all his 
defigned Pofterity have been extin& in him, and never 
have come into actual Exiftence : but God (as has been 
faid) determined it otherwife ; and hath, in Faé, granted 
Man the Benefit of aReprieve : So that-4dam’s Offspring 
continue to this Day, fubje&t to the penal Effeéts of his 
firft Sin ; and that by Virtue of that primitive Conftitution 
and Covenant whichGod made with him, in thatCapacity. 
Tis confefs’d, the fore-mentioned Indulgence to Man- 
kind was not according to the Tenor of the firft Covenant; 
however, ’tis enough to fay, it was not contrary to it, nor 
any Ways inconfiftent with it. And now, upon aReview 
of the Whole, what is it that I ‘ have unhappily faid,’* 
that contradicts what is above afferted, or renders it ime 


poffible to be true? 
ZT might 
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I might perhaps fet this in a clearer Licht, by a paral- 
Jel Suppofiriun of the fecond i777, to this Efcé. Lf our 
Lord Chriit had not perfeétly fulfill’d the Law of Media- 
tion which he fubmitted to, and by bis meritorious Obe- 
dience and Suffering; unto Death, pa'd the full Price of 
our Redenotion, and made full Satistaction to the futtice 
of God for our Sins, fo as to overcome all his Sufferings, 
in hisRefurreétion from the Dead, he himfelf would have 
continued under the Power of Death, and all his {piritual 
Seed had be: ioit, and perilhed, or would never have 
come into Exiftence, as fuch. The Suppofiiion is not 
i ui 

mine, bat the Apoltle’s. 1 Car. 15.17, 18. Jf Chr? be 
not raifed, your Faith ts vain, ye are vet in your Sins = 
the they alfa, that are fallen ahep in Clrt il, are perthed. 
Will it hence follow, chat Chrift could not be conflituted 
the Covenant-Head of a f{piritual Seed, who fhould fhare 
in the Benefit of his Covenant of Grace, becaufe if he 
fail’d in his Obedience, all would be lnit, and be himfelf 
be fwallowed up of Death ? If not, ncither vil! it follow, 
that 4dam could not be the Covenant-Head and Repre- 
fentative of a Pofterity who fhould fhace wich brn in 
the Penalty of his Sin,—becaufe, if he fail’d in his Obe- 
dicnce, he would be liable to be evt off, and all his OH 
{pring, which he had otherwife a Profpect of, would be 
Joft, or (which is the fame) never come into Exiftence, 
I will not fay, this Parallel correfponds in all Points ; 
but the moft material Difference I can think of, is, there 
was no Threatning annex’d to the Law of Mediation, as 
there was to the Law given to Jam. This is true ; there 
needed none (any more than a Surety) in Regard of the 
immutableHolincls, ard Fidelity of the Son of God. Ye. 
in Point of Reafoning, the Arcument is as foreeadle from 
the Sappofition which the Apotile makes, as if it had been 
put into the Form of an expre{$ Thireatning, when Chrift 
firft undertock the Work of our Redemption. For it 
might the have been as truly faid, that if he fail’d in his 
fatisfactory Obedicace, aégtive and paffive, fas not to 
evercome Sin and Death in his RefurreGiou from the 
Grave, 
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Grave, his Sead Mhould totally perifh,—as truly, I fay, as 
when the Apoitle wrote his Epiutle to the Corinthians 
after hisKefurreétion.—— If it be faid, Phe fecond Adam did 
Dot ficil in his Obedience, as the fr f? did, and therefore 
might {teat the Covenant-Head of his {piritual Seed ; 
bur the firj? diam, accerding to the Tenor of the C cae 
nant with Lim, was, upon his Failing or Difobcdience, to 
be cut oF, ond perith,(o as to have no Pofterity to be fub- 
yctto the Pemlty. 1 anfwer, not to infift on the In- 
conclutivenc{s of fucn an Argument from the Event, it is 
nough to ubiurve (as before) that according to the Tenor 
“s ~ Covenant with him, it can only be faid, he was 
Kable to be cut off, id pertfh ; No more cain be infer’d 
from the Threatning ; immediate Excifion was his due 
Defert in theDay that he finned : but not that he trould 
be a€tually and eventually cut off. But if it was the divine 
Decree and Purpote,notwithitand:ng, by a Reprieve from 
the ceferved Penalty to prolong his Life, and continue 
his Kace to fuecetlive Generations, asin Fad it was Why 
m’ght not he be conftituted the Covenant-Head_ of a 
Potlerity.who fhould be fubje& to the Penalty of his Dif 
obedience ?—But difmiffing this Parallel, What is above 
faid may ierve to let this Gentleman fee a Neceflity of 
adinitting a great Number of ** intermediate Ideas,” and 
fome fallacious ones too (or fome falfe Reafonings,) be- 

fore he can arrive to his Conclufion of the Inconfittenc 
asm Perhaps, T have dwelt too long on this 
oe, Apology “2 it is, This is the only 
2 ned by this Writer, whereby he dircétly ate 
tacks any Thing 1 have written. I fhall endeavour to 

make Amends for it by my Brevity on the next Article 
in bok 1 am lefS conccrn’d. 
a Under tue fecond Article, this Writer thus delivers his 
. Sars ¥ ip! hat tho? I wear thea ene of aFriend to 
ni eal Doétrine of the mputation of Adam’s 
i nay, Bien toe < marae pe ae 
* verlaily liadle, onA f his Si Aehiases 
¥ aoc, onsiccount of his Sin, to the Torments 
“« of 
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« of Hell forever.” P. 7.—I own myf lf fo fo: aFriend 
to the Cal/zini/lical DoMrine of the Impatation of ~177m’s 
Gu'lt to his Pofterity, tha: Dave icitzer deterted, nor 
given it up, bit have with many ‘it. u nents pleased tor 
it againtt its Oppoters, in Regard to the evil and calami- 
tous © eats of it, which his Pol : “ty ace liable to, in Lite, 
and Death ; and whicir are evide tend undeatable Proofs 
of the imputation of his Guilt: and abundantly fuente 
to anfwer myPurpofe.without olay any further,or atin ¢ 
(whit is lef c. dent, becaufe noi tub,.ct toSenf2 2s prefert 
Evils are) the Evils and Mifcries of a f iture State, which 
any of Adam's Race may be fuppofed liable to, as the 
E7e& of the Imputation of his Sin: the knowledge 
whereof can ferve no valuable Purpofe. It is fafhcent 
to anfwer all the Ends of Religion, that fuch of 
Adan’s Pofterity as are capable of actual Reticétion, 
fhould know that they are liable to the eternal Torments 
of Hell, for their own perfonal Sins, and fhall aétually 
fuffer them, without Repentance. And what Good can 
it do any Man,to know what Share the Infants of ALem’s 
Race have in thofe Torments ? Or whether, or how fér 
they are liable to them in Confequence of the Imputation 
of his Sin? This was quite forcign to my Subjeé. 
Therefore I wholly fet afide the Difcutfion of it, as being 
intirely necdlefs,either in Point of Argument, or in Point 
of Uflefulnefs to any religious Purpofe. If this Writer 
is of Opinion,that I was obliged to maintain the faid Point, 
under the Notion of its b:i1g aCalvini/tical Do&trine, Thave 
already faid what is fufficient to rectify his Miftake in 
that Matter. And, on the other Hand, you may remem- 
ber, Sir, I obferv’d to you, with what little Propriety or 
Truth, it could be faid. that I had deferted the Doérine 
which teaches the LiablenefS of all Mankind, by the Fall 
of Adam, to the future Punith vent ot Hell, —or given it 
up, &. wien the wmoa.t that could de faid with Truth, 
is, that I have wholly wav’d the Confileration of it, as 
impertinent to my Purpole - hiving contin’| myfelf to the 
Doftrine of Original Sin, aac the To, c uf the Sinf 2 
2 ne 
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nefs of Man's fallen State, as it is diftinguifh’d from the 
sage or eee confequent upon it, in this Life, 
or the omer. Sly plain Scene wes, to defen j 
of ( esa ced — ce a oe 
Tininaoppofed b : neAutho- f thed raters 

Bopporce dy theAuthos of the ruter’s Evening-Con- 
verfaiion, This Writer owns, I have “ avcided to affert 
“or vindicate the Doétrine of Jmputation iz this Senfe,” 
ez. fs ittcaches the Liablenefs of the whole Race of 
~ 442m to eternal Dassnation for hisSin.. WhichSenfe is not at 
all neceffury to the Confideration of theNature of Criginal 
Sin : and that muft be a firangeSenfe of any Do@trine, that 
#8 por fo mach as implied in it, nor has any neceffaryCon- 
nection with the Idea of it. For, ferely, a Man may 
have a compleat Idea of the Scripture-DoGrine of Ori- 
ginal Sin, without including the Idea of eternal Damnae 
tion. I had, indeed, heard it remour’d among the Vul- 
gar, before this Writer appear’d,that I have given up this 
DoGrine.——But I imputed it to their} gnorance, Mifcon- 
ceit, or Prejudice, or to their not being able well to dif- 
tinguifh between a Sin and a Punifhment. But that any 
Gentleman of good Senfe (as this Writer appears to be) 
fhould take up this Opinion, is to me, I confefs, a little 
furprizing ; when noMan can jelly charge me with giving 
up, either any effential Part of the Doérine of Original 
Sin,or even what this Writer(with others) erroneoufly con- 
ceives to belong to the Nature of it. Tome it fecms, 
the Nature of any Sin may be diftin&ly and fully confi- 
der’d, without entering into any Difquifition concerning its 
Punifhment in a future World. 

T shall now attend to what this Gentleman fays to make 
good his Opinion upon this Article. To this Purpofe he 
is at much unnceefliry Pains, in quoting the We/iminfter 
Afemtly’s Confcffion of Faith, and their Catechi/ms ; to 
fhew, this was <n Article cf the Do@rine of thofe 
Divines, that“ all Mankind by the Fall are become lia- 
“ ble to the Pains of Hell forever”’ How fair the Re- 
prefentation is, which he has given of the Doétrine of the 
Afenbiy ia his own Words, I fhall not fand to examine ; 

befure, 
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befure, it is not without fome Exaggeration. But J muft 
take Notice here, this Writer has not difcover'd that Inge- 
nuity and Impartiality which mizht have been expected, in 
that he has intirely pafS'd over that Oxve/fion and Axfwer, 
which ought principally to be confiier’d, by One who 
would fairly give his Opinion of the Sumner-Morningz’s 
Converfation ; when he had recited the preceeding and 
following, at large, relating to the Miftry of Min- 
kind by the Fall,—with « fpecial View to the farurePains 
of Hell, whicu the fatd Converfation had nothing to do 
with. And becaufe he has omitted it, I will infert it in 
Part. “ Qu. Wherein confifteth the SinfulnefS of that 
«« Eftate whercinto Man fell ? ~f:/w. The Sinfulacf of 
«« that Eftate whereinto Man fell, confilteth in the Guile 
“© of Adam’s firft Sin, the Want of that Righteoufnels in 
** which he was created, and the Corruption of his Na- 
** ture—which is commonly called Original Sin,” &c. 
This, and this alone was my Subject. This alone, I pro- 
fels’d to affert and vindicate. The Mifery which the 
Fall bro’t upon Mankind, is a diftin& Article in the Con- 
feffion of Faith, and a diftin& Queftion in both the Cate. 
chifins ; and moft certainly requires a diftiné&t Confidera- 
tion. |The Defence of the Doétrine of Original Sin may 
be full and entire, without entering into any Debate about 
the Liablenefs of Mankind to eternal Torments for the 
firft Sin. As I have not afferted this, fo neither have I 
denied it, or given it up. But what does this Gentleman 
plead for his Opinion, that I have fo denz? There are 
three or four Paffages which he alledges from Summer- 
Morning's Converfatien to this Purpofe. I fhall bricfly 
confider what he fays upon them. 

Firft, My “ finding Fault with the State of the Quef- 
tion” he fays, “ looks this Way.” The Queftion was 
thus ftated, ** Whether we, and all Adam’s Pofterity, are 
“« charged by God with this firft Sin of his; fo as that 
** Men, Women and Children, sre cxpofed by this alone 
** to the eternal Damnation of Hell.” And can any Man, 
wha is a thoro’ Friend to the Scripture-Doétrine of Ones 
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nal Sin, blame me for find'ng Fault with this State of the 
Queftion ? Js there not gaodReafon for it 7 Fc r,(t.) The 
Queflivn fo flated can neither be aiiirmed ,aor denied, with 
Troth. Buritis in Persto be afftrincd, viz. thus far 
«That we and all Adun’s Polterty are charged by 
“© God with that firitSin of his,or have his firft$in impute 
«* edto them.” In the other Part it is, inFadt,to be denied, 
wiz. “ That Men, Women and Children are expofed by 
** this Sin a/sxe to the etcrnal Damnation of Hell.” 

No thorough Ca/oinit? ever did or could affert this 
(whatever thisGentieman fuggelts to the contrary) nor any 
other Man in his riehtMind: For he that afferts this muft 
affat, that Men and Women grown, are not expofed to 
the Damnation of Hell by any a&ual Sins of their owr, 
how many and creat foever, it by Adam's Sin alse they 
are pons © toit. For to fay, They are expofed to it by 
Adam’s Sin alone, and yet that they are expofed to it by 
their own actual Sins, is a palpable Inconffiency. Or to 
fay, They are expofed to it for their ov.n e@ual Sins, is to 
deny they are expofed to it for Adam:’s Sin alone. (2.) Be- 
caufe the Queflion thus flated, confounds Things of a 
diftin& Nature, and is manitfeftly defign’d to overthrow 
the Belief of original Sin, by prejudicing the Minds of 
common People again{t the Reception of it; as if the 
Doétrine of original Sin neceffarily involv’d in it eternal 
Damnation in Hell. Whereas this Doétrine is clearly and 
diftinétly delivered in the facred Scriptures (abftraétly 
from a future Damnation) as being of greateft Importance 
to us, to know and believe ; whatever Men believed of 
the Punifhment of this Sin in Hell, which is not fo clear, 
nor of the fame Importance. 

This Writer pretends to itate the Queflion in the ve 
Words of the We/trinfter-Agembly, thus : “ Whether 
*« all that have defcended from 4daz by ordinary Gene- 
‘« ration, are liable on Account of every Sin, original and 
«¢ aual,to thePains of Hell forever :”’ P. 12. And thinks 
this State of the Queftion cannot be faid to be unfair. 
But thefe Words are not fo exprefs’d, in their Conneétion, 


by 
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by the e/tminfer-Alembly; buthe has put them together 
out of feveral Articles in their C27:/ey/12n, and out of fee 
veral Anfwers in their Catechijm. ‘Phey {ay in their 
Catechifm, “ Ail Mankind by their Fall are made 
« fiuble to all the Miferies in this Lifc, to Death itfelf, 
* and to the Pains of Hell forever.” But to wave this 5 
I antwer, There is a maniteft, and avery fenfible Ditlere 
ence between the Quettion thus ftated, and as it is in the 
Wnter-Evenina’s Converfation. He aks, ** What the 
« Difference is? Are the Words, “ all Adam’s Po/flerity, 
© Men, igor ae i Co 'f-en,? more extenfive in their 
“© Meaning, tian ‘ all thar have defcended from .4dan 
“ by ordinary (Zencrauen 2” He fhould have taid—than 
@!l Manktrad,—Wohich are the \tembly’s Words, relating 
to the Mifery of Mankind by the Fall. Ai/ the “Dejcene 
dants(everyChild) of Adir,tho’ a cencrallexpreifion,may 
yet be underftood as approaching nearer toParticulars,thanm 
@!l Minkind. Whceretore L antwer, There is ne other 
Difference between them, than between a cencral Term, 
and the Particulars enumerated under that General 5 
which, tho’ upon the Matter théy are the fame, yet im 


. Point of Arguing, may have a confiderable Difference be- 


twecn them. Generals (‘tis allowed on all Hands) will 
admit of fome particular t.xceptions ; but not fo, Particue 
Jars, May it not be truly (as I think it is commonly) 
faid, that all Mankind are by God put upon a fecond 
Trial, in this World,for their eternal State ? Tho’ I pree 
fume, Infants (who, before the Ufe of Reafon, are inca- 
pable of a State of Trial) muft be excepted. So when 
it is faid, that “ all Mankind are by the Fall, hable to 
«« the Pains of Hell’ forever,” if there be any good 
Reafon for excepting Intants, which die from the Birth, 
(which I do not here either affirm, or deny) the Pot 
tion may hold true in general, tho’ Infants be excepted. 
He afks again, P. 13. “ Do thefe Words,dy 4is Sin alone, 
“ carry a ditterent Senfe from thofe, Every Sin both ori- 
«© ginal and aGual ?** | anfwer, Yes, here lies a mate- 
sial Difference, as great as between Original Sin wad 
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(or. Adam’sSin alone) and original and a@ual both together. 
And ’tis furprizing he fhould add, «© The Truth is, the 
“* Queftion is {tated according to the precife Meaning of 
“ the Orthodox Doétrine.”” The Orthodox Doétrine (as 
he terms it,perhaps by an/rony) is, that. 4dam’sPofterity are 


~ hhable to the Pains of Hell, not by Original Sin alone, 


but by their aétual Sins ; not by 4:fam’s Sin alone, but by 
their own perfonal Sins. 1f vddam's Poficrity were lia- 
able to the Pains of Hell by his Sin a/one, all their per- 
fonal Sins would be excluded from having any Share of 
Influence into their Damnation. Nay, further, the Quef- 
tion, as ftated by the Winter-Evening’s Converfation, 
“ Whether a//Adam’sPcflerity are expofed to eternal Dame 
nation by his Sin alone ?” is denied by all Orthodox Cal- 
vinifis (as he calls them) They utterly deny, that any 
of Adam's Pofterity are expofed to this by his Sin alone ; 
tho’ they hold them liable to it by ORIGINAL SIN; 


,which is not-4dam’s Sin alone, but the common Sin of the 
/] human Nature, their Sin,as well as dam’s,in whom they 
/| 


all have finned—And here I muft take Notice, by the 
Way, of the unfair Reprefentation this Writer has all 
along given of the Opinion of the Ca/vini/?s, as if they 
founded theirDoétrine of the Liablenefs of ~4dam’s Poftes 
rity to the future Pains of Hell, merely on the Imputation 
of 4dam’s Guilt to them. Whereas, they confider the 
Corruption of Nature, derived from him, as a Source cf 
Guilt and Demerit, and the more immediate Ground of 
Obnoxioufnefs to Condemnation and Mifery. And 
now I Icave you to judge, Sir, how far the Queftion flated 
is from the precife Meaning of the Orthodox Doétrine. 
ThisGentleman is in theRight in faying, Ic looks as tho” 
*« T did not Care to enter upon aVindication of it,” i. e. 
the Liablenefs of all Mankind to eternal Damnation by 
Aldam’s Sin alone, which he calls the Orthodox ‘Doétrine. 


~ *Tis true ; it was befide my Purpofe, and Scope,as well as 


Inclination, and I had other Bufinefs of more Importance 
to mind,—But how does all this prove J had given it 


up? 
P a‘ Secondly, 
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Secondly, The next Paffage he quotes, is from the 7th 
Pace of my Book ; where having obferv’d, « That the 
* Quetftion, as it refpeéts the Imputation and Derivation 
“ of Alrm’s Sin to his Pofterity, is to be affirmed of all 
“ Men,Women and Children,” Ladd thele Words, “ For 
“ Infants may be, and are fubdject to the penal Confe- 
“« quences of the firft Tranfgreilion, viz. Corraption of 
“* Nature, Pain, Sicknefs, Death; in Refpeé whereof it 
“* may truly be faid to be imputed to them, fhould they nce 
“© thereby be fubjeé to eternal Damnatioa.’— What does 
theGentleman ‘afer from thisPaflage ? HisOpinion uron it 
is, “ That it is my Dottrine,that fome of Adain’sPofterity, 
“ namely, Infants, may not be fubje& to crernal Damna- 
“ tion; tho’ they may be fubjeé to the pena'Confequen- 
“ ces of his Sin.” But whatever my privateOpinion may 
be upon this Head, yet I deny that my Words can bear 
fach aConftraétion, either in Candour or Jultice. The 
Unfairnefs hereof, perhaps, I might better evince by a par- 
rallel Cafe. For Infiance,fuppofing thisGentleman fhould. 
affert, and teach, (as it is not improbable he has donc) that 
the Unreafonablenefs, and Odioulnefs of Vicc, and the 
ill Confequences that attend it in this World, ought to re- 
ftrain Men from the Praétice of it, ould there be no Hell 
hereafter, Now,if upon this he were charged witty teaching 
thisDoétrine,that there may be noH ell hereafter, for thofe 
who live vicioufly in this World ; would he not fay, he 
was greatly wrong’d by fuch an Interpretation of his 
Words ; that his Mcaning was no more than this, that if 
there were no Hell hereafter, yet the Odioufnefs of the 
Nature of Vice, and its evil Attendants and Effeéts in 
this World, were enough-in all Reafon to diffuade rational 
Beings from the Praétice of i. Apply the fame now t» 
my Words, and you have my Anfwer. hat they could 
be underftood to mean no more, than that if Infants were 
not fubject to eternal Damnation, as the penal Effeét of 
Adam's Sin, yet it is abundantly fufficient to evidence the 
Impuration of his Guilt to them, that they are fubje& to 
Corruption of Nature, Pain, Sicknefs, Death, which are 
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undenably penal Confcquences of the firft Sin. This 
Genuleman feems hard drove, to find any Thing in my 
Book for the Support of his Opinion, that he fhould catch 
hold of fuch impertinent Allegations to prove it. 
Third!y, Another Patfage, which he cites to this Pur- 
a isin my next Page, where {pcaking of the paffionate 
exclamation of the Author of JV inter-Evening’s Conver- 
JSation sgzinkt the Damnation of Infants, ther fufferine 
the Tcrnents of Heil-Fire, 1 happen’d to ute thefe 
Words—A Thing which fow or none maintain, even tho? 
fome way fuppofe them liatle 10 eternal ‘Death, that is, 
an eternal Privation of Life ; as they may be, and yet 
not fuffer the Torments of Hell. He fays upon it, P. 14, 
that 1 am “ egregioufly miftaken in the firlt Part of the 
“« Sentence,” (viz. that Infants a€tual fuffering the Tors 
ments of Hell, is a ‘Thing which few or none maintain 
But if I am fo, he has left me unconvine’d of myMiflake. 
For nothing that he has faid, proves any ‘Thing contrary 
to the true Senfe and Meaning of my Words. And how 


Tittle the Paflage cited favours this Gent!eman’s Opinion, 


you will fee, Sir, if you obferve (1) That I fpeak not 

here of Infants Liablenefs to, but of their adfualiy fuffer- 

ing the Torments of Hell-Fire : which thisWriter was fo 

ingenuous, and honeft, as to exprefS in his Citation,which 
was indeed my real Meaning. And then (2.) I fpeak 
in the prefent Time. I do not fay, there never were 
any that afferted it, but there are few or none that do 
maintain it. Iam not ignorant, that there have been 
thofe in paft Ages, and divers good and pious Men, who 
have too pofitively (and in my humbleO;inion,too boldly, 
and inconfidcrately) affirmed it ; but I.don’t remember to 
have met with any (either in my Reading or Converfation) 
in the prefent Age, who are of this Perfuafion. Even 
thofe whom I have had Opportunity to converfe with, 
who profefs their Belief, that thofe who die in Infancy, 
are liable to the Pains of Hell thro’ Corruption of Nature 
der'ved from Adam, yet are free to own, it is not their 
Opinion that anyInfan's a€tually fuffer them,being fuppos’d 
redcemed 


. them otherwife fubje& to, 


aren) 

edeemed by the Mercy of God in Chrift. Therefore 
ie Pea Mts: cunt have no Occafion, no Reafon 
or Neceffity,at thisDay to make fuch patlionare Invectives, 
as he ufes, ayainft the Horridnefs of the Damnatioa of 
Tafants ; and there could be no other vifible Defign in it, 
than to blacken the Doétrine of Original Sin, and to ren- 
der it odious to the Vulgar.—But that which I would 
have chiefly obferved, is the exaggerating Terms, which 
the faid Author makes Ufé of all along, to reprefent the 
futureMifery of Infants in Hell,fuch as-—their wellertn: 
in the Lake o Fire, their fuffering the Torments of Hell 
Fire, their being tormented in the Lake which burns with 
Fire and Brimftone, and the like ; which are the higheft 
Expreffions of the Mifery & Punifhment denovne’d in oe 
Gofpel againtt tte Unbelieving and impenitently Wicked, 
who by their wilful Crimes render themfelves oSnoxious 
to fo dreadful aVengeance: that I can fearce perfuade my- 
felf. any fober Calvinift, or any other Man ever did, 
or could in his ferious deliberate Tho’ts, affert, or main- 
tain, thac Infants either fhould ie be or a b 
"em ; : ee of Condemnation the 

em ; whatever leffer Degr ee age ‘Aprnti 
Catechifm teaches, afl Mankind in gencral are by the 
Fall liable to the Pains of Hell forever, there 1s no 
reafonable Doubr, but that they meant to exempt nee 
at leaft from thatExtremity of Mifery which ae in- 
ners expofe themfelves to in another World. Our ae 
our tells us, The Servant thet knew not bis Lord’s ; ill, 
and did commit Things worthy of Stripes, fall be ae 
with few Stripes. Luk. 12. 48. How much re : at 
rate (according to this Proportion) mutt the Con pi : 
of Infants be, who have only the Defilement of 7 
This Writer quotes St. Augu/line for the Opinion “ t 
Damnation of Infants, P. 21. Saying, ‘ Infants 4 ying 

6¢ without Baptifm, will fuffer of all Perfons the oa ; 
«« Damnation.” And Dr. Wall (in his Hiftory of In s 
Baptifm, wherein he fpends moft Part of a —_— * 
inquire into the Opinion - ia Antients concern pi 
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fixture State of Irfants,dyins unbaptized) fhews by Cita- 
tions from that Aiutent bath T, bow mild it was hig 
Opiuaion, their Condemnation might be; even © fo mild, 
** that to be gn that State micht be better than to have 
no Being at all.” (Hit, ef Io Lapt. Pr. 2. Ch. 6.) 
I fo, then ture ] am, that thofe Terms and Phrafes in 
the New Teilamenr exprefiive of the fature ‘Lorments 
of the Damned, can be no juft Defeription of the State, 
which Lafants are tuppoted to be condemned to in ancther 
World. And indeed, the main Part of the Tormcnis of 
the Damned are fuch as Infanvs are incapable of : partie 
cularly, that Hell of Hell, the Borrible Remorfe of a 
guilty Conicience, intended, it js tho’r, in that Deferiptiin 
of Hell, Afar. 9.44. by the Worm thot dieth not ;which 
in the Nature of Things fuppofis its Subje& capable 
of actual Refeéion on the Sins ofa pat Life: a ‘J hing, 
no man wiil fay, can agree to an Trfant. Confeguently 
I might have juft Reafon to fay, Few or none mait.tain, 
that Infants a€tually futer thole ‘Dorments, as they are 
reprefented in JZ” vie E vening’s. Conver fation. 

This Writer adds, that“ in the Jatter Part” (of the 
fore-cited Seatenec) « I have Unaccountably fubisitured 
«« the private Opinion of fuch Men as Leck and Laylor” 
(and he might have added the late famousDr JE wits ; with 
Refence to the Children of wicked Parents) ** in the 
Koon of the uaiverfaily known Tenet of Calvintfjin.? 
He need not fay,the puvatcOpinion of fuchMen, it bein 
MncOr sion of whaleSc&s and Bodies of Men, particularly 
of the Papi/ts, who hold the fame, or that which js equi- 
valent, that Infants unbaptized are condemned to fufter 
ony what wey cail Pavia Danni, the Lofs of the king- 
dom of Heaven, not Pana Seniis fas the Schools diftin- 
gufh) not any Senfe ci Pain, or Torment. ” I mention’d 
it without any Sion of my Approtation of it. But how 
Thave fubfiituted it fi 1¢ Reom of the univerfally known 
Tenet of Calvinifin, is, 1 confel, paft my Undcrfanding ; 
aad in Senfe, indeed, to me is unaccountable. 


Fi ourthly, 


ary 

FLarthly, Another Thing cited by tis Writer (from 
Kn aer-MDrning’s Converjztisns waich he thinks makes 
for his Purpofe, is what I fay in the famePage, viz. « We 
“ have no Reafon to conclade, that they (272. Infanrs) 
* fatter the eternal Torments of Hell.’ And he thinks 
it the more ftranze, “ that I fhoald fay this, as I introduce 
“ t, with what is previa to it,with this Remark, Secret 
© Things helene to Gal” &c. P. 15,16. Bat if he had 
ested and wel! conGdered <dut cues provicus to it, wherein 
I fuggefted the Grounds of that Afertion, neither he nor 
his Readers wouid hive any Caate to woader atic. « If 
“at bs nota fecret Phiag in theOpinion of theCalvinifts? 
(as he fays, #527) © that Infaunts--—as the Children of 
“© Adam,are juitly liable to chic Damnation of Hell: Yer 
confidering the Conttitation of a Med aor, is not their 
adtual fuffering of that Damnation, a tecret Thing to Cal- 
ventds and all others? Where is theRevelation,that affures 
us of it? But if there be no Revelation of it, if it be a- 
mong the fecret Things of God, why fhould it be tho’t 
ftrange, that I, or any Man fhoufd fay ‘upon the Confide- 
rations mentioned in the previous Pailage) that we have 
no Reafon or Ground for fuch a pofitive Conclufion con- 
cerning Infants ? It is one Thinz, to fay, we have 179 
Recon to conclude thatInfents fufer the cternalTormens 
of Hell ; and another very diticrent,to fay,we haveReafn 
to conclude, that they da net fiffer thex. In the former 
Cafe, we are juftifiable in the Affertion, purcly upon the 
Account of its being a fecret Thing with God, and unre- 
vealed to us ; but inthe latter, {ome Revelation is requis 
fite to bottom our Faith and Conclufion upon. He fays, 
(:5:d.) He “ don’t know of one thoro’ Calvinift, that fays 
“* in the peremptory Manner I do, we have no Reafor to 
“ conclude,” &ce. And I, for my Part, don’t know of 
one thoro’ Calvini/i.that does, or will fay to the contrary. 
But I prefume,this Gentleman has heard of the Tenet 
of the late Rev. Dr. Watts, relating tothe Point in Debate, 


which goes much beyond this Affertion of mine ; who yet 


was a thora’ Ca/vni/?, in the moft diftinguifhing Points of 
Calvinifa. 
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Calvinifm, And truly, I don’t take this in Drbate to be 
one of thofe dittinguithing Points, 2s this Writcr feenis to 
do. But if fome Calvinills have been of thre contraryOpi- 
nion, it is not right to impute it to all that go under that 


Name, orto make it one of the diftinguifhing Points of 


Calvinifm. Bur all this is nothing to the Purpote of the 
main Point. I might hold Infants ‘¢ viewed as the Chil- 
« dren of dam,” and deriving a depraved Nature from 
him, liable to a future Condemnation: and yet, upon the 
Confideration of the Headfhip and Meciauion, Grace and 
Merit of Jefus Chrift, (which I refer’d to, asthe Ground 
of the fore-mentioned Affertion) I might confiftently and 
truly fay, we have no Reafon to conclude, that they actu- 
ally undergo that Condemnation. 

There is one Thing more, which, thisWriter imagines, 
makes for his Purpofe,wherein T fhail thew he is miflaken, 
as well as in all his foregoing Inftances ; and this is no 
Part of the faid Conver /atiou,on which he propofes to give 
his Opinion, but a marginal Note, at the Foot of the 8th 
Page, exprefling my ‘ Wifh that the latter Part of | the 
<< oth Goeliion in the Affembly’s fhorter Catechifm 
<¢ might be explained fo as not to} include thofe who die 
« in Infancy,” &c. That People might not be led into 
the Apprehenfion, as if Children dying in their Infancy, 
were immediately doom’d tothe eternalPains of Hell; tho” 
Iconfefs, that in this Senfe I could never underftand that 
Part of the Anfwer ; but only to intend the Mifery of 
Mankind in general ,confidered in their State of Apoflacy, 
and that continuing in this State unreclaimed, they are 
liable to the Pains of Hell for ever, as the Height of that 
Mifery, the Apoftacy has fubjeéted Mankind unto. I 
freely own this marginal Note to contain my articular 
Sentiment, and am willing and defirous it fhould be exa- 
min’d,and then receiv’d,or rejeted,as there fhould appear 
Reafonfor either. But what is the Opinion this Writer 
has given of this Marginal Note? He fays, P. 15. “ If 
«< | .mean by thisWifh,—that People may be taught, that 
« there may be elect Infants, as well as others 5 and a 
4 « thele 
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*« thefe may—be delivered from Jfell-Torments. Tiric, 
*« he fappoles, is the Explanation that is generally given 
“this Anfwer, by well inttructed Caloini/Ps ; and there 
‘© was noNeed of any Wihh in the Cafe.” But, Why not ? 
Does not this Writer fay, That the Calvinifls (indefinitee 
ly) are of Opinion, “ That fome of them” (Lafants) 
«« will, in Faét, futler eternal Damnation ?” P.16. Is it 
not to be wiihed, that no Calvinifts were fo fevere in 
their Cenfure of the future State ofany Infants ?—Nor is 
there any Abfurdity, or Incongzruity (as this Gentleman 
imagines) in funpofing all dying Infants to be of theNum- 
ber of God's idcét trom among Mankind,/as I may fhew 
afterwards) —He goes on to fay (Is1d.) “ Lf 1 meant, f 
* would have this Anfwer fo explained,as that thofe who 
“© die in Infancy, are not in the Number of -4da’s Pofs 
“ terity who deierve the Pains of Hell-Fire, and are 
“« juttly liable to them,—then I with that one main Part 
* of the orthodox Do&rine may be explained away.” 
But the Catechifin does not exprefly teach, that Infanzs, 
or thofe who die in Infancy, dferve the Pains of Heli- 
Fire, or are immediately liable to them (but that “ all 
** Mankind (indefinitely) are by the Fall liable to thof 
“* Pains’) and if this be a Part, yet I never knew before, 
that it is a main Part of the Orthodox Dodrine. My 
plain Meaning was (as I hinted before) that I would not / 
have this Part of the Anfwer fo under{tood, as to in- || 
terid, that Infants immediately upon their Death, arz 
doom'd to the Pains of Hell for ever, in Confequence of 
Adam's Fall, Nor (on the other Hand) have I either 
exprefly, or implicitly denied Infants to be liable to them, 
at leaft, remotely, thro? the Corruption of thcir Nature, 
derived from apoftate Adam. For fol grant, that all tl ¢ 
Pofterity of Adem, as his Children, even Infants, are me- 
diately or remotely liable to the Pains of Hell ; being, as 
they grow up to the Age of Difcretion, or a Capacity for 
moral A&tions, prompted by a corrupt, depraved Nature, 
derived from him, to thofe aétual Sins, which,the Scripture 
teacnes, will expofe them to eternal Torments, And itr 

this 
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this View, my particular Opinion or Wifh about the Exe 
planation of thefe Words, may be fairly reconciled to the 
orthodox Dodtiine of the Catcchifm. For which I fhall 
offer thefe two Reatons. 

(1.) ‘Thatas the Anfwer to the foregoing Queftion 
concerning the Srafilue/s of that Efiaie, whereinto Man 
fell, includes both Origrnal Sin, or the Corruption of 
Mau’s Nature, and edtaal Tranorefians, which proceed 
from it, fo it is reafonable to fuppofe, that the Anfwer to 
the Quefiion concerning the Aiijery,which the Fall bro’t 
on Mankind, muft be underiteod of the Miferies or Pu- 
nifhments confequent both on Original Siz, and edtual 
Sins which proceed from it: ele it is not a fullDefcription 
of the Mifery of Man’s Ettate confequent on the Sinful- 
nels of it by the Fall, nor fully corre{pondent to it. And 
therefore the Miferics and Punifaments bro’t upon Man- 
kind by the Fall, muit be conceiv’d of cither as immedi+ 
ately confequent on Original Sin, or more mediately, and 
remotely, by Means of their actual Tranfgreflions. And 
then, what fhould hinder us from fappofing, that the Lia- 
blencfs of: Mankind to the etcrnal Pains of Hell is the 
immediate Confequent of their actual Sins only ; but me- 
diately, or more remotely, of their Original Corruption, 
which gave rife to them. 

(2.) It is true in Faét, that tho’ the Catcchifin teaches, 
that all Mankind by the Fall are liable to all the Mife- 
ries of this Life and to Death, yet more than half the 
Miferies of this Life, that Mankind are liable to by the 
Fall, are the immediate Fruit of their own Sins, of their 
indulged Corruptions, of their exorbitant Lufts and Paffi- 
ons, of their finful Negligence, or luxurious Living, their 
Injuftice, Senfuality,and Riot ; whereby they are involv’d 
in Abundance of Evils, Mifchiefs, and Miferies in this 
Life, which are the natural Confequences of thofe Vices; 
and Death itfelf, is often thereby accelerated, and imbit- 
ter’dto them. if therefore Mankind may be jufily and 
truly faid to be fubjeé& to a great Part of the Evils and 
Miferies of this Lite, and oftentimes to Death, not imme- 

; diatcly, 
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diately, by the Sin or Fall of 4./am, or original Corrup- 
tion, but mediately, thro” their own perional Sins, I fee no 
Reafon why they may not as juftly and truly be {Zid to be 
by the Fall liable to the eternal Pains of Eicll, mediately, 
or remotely, by Means of their aétual Tranforcilions. 
So the Explanation wifh’d for, may be admittud, con- 
firtently with this Part of the Orthodox Do&trine, without 
the leaft Infringement of it : much Ie {s is it an explatnrn 
st away. For the Article in the Catechifm {ll holds 
good, that “ Mankind are by the Fall /:aé/e to the Pains 
of Hell forever,’’ in like Manner as they are to the many 
Mifezics of this Lice, which are the immediate Fruits of 
their own a€tual Sins Further, I grant, that Intanis, ¢y- 
ing fuch, without the Grace of Chrift, and Regeneration 
of the Spirit, are excluded from theKingdom of Heaver ; 
as they neceflarily muft be, if thofe Words of our Saviour 
are true, in Fob. 3. 5, 6. Confequently, that they are by 
the Fall liable toa Condemnation unto eternal Death, as 
to the privative Part of it. But how it fhall pleafe the 
fovereign Lord and Judge of all, in his Wifdom and 
Juftice, otherwife to difpote of their Beings inv a future 
State, I am not afham’d to confefs, for my Part, I am 
utterly ignorant. » However, I ftill fay, whether any Co/- 
vinift has faid it, or not, we have no Rea/con to carciude, 
that they fu‘Ter the eternal Torments of Hell ; which are 
in the Scripture denounc’d againft the Wicked, Unbclicv- 
ing and Impenitent ; having no Revelation to affvre us of 
it. But we have Reéafon to hope better'Things of our dy- 
ing Infants, from the Confideration of the Headhiip and 
Mediation of Jefus Chrift (as obferv’d before) and from 
general Hints in divine Revelation. And this encouraging 
Hope concerning them is the utmoft that we can pretend 
to. For, ftill it muft be repeated, Secret Things belong to 
God. It is vain Curiofity, fomething refembling that ef 
our firft Parents, their Defire of the Knowledge of Good 
and Evil,to be over-bufily inquifitive into the future State 
of Infants, in which we have no Manner of Concern. 
This 
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ThisWriter proceeds at laft to give us theRcfilt of his 
Frquries into the Groands of his Opinion, faying, P.17. 
** According to my Notion of the Imputation of .£/am’s 
“ Guilt to his Pefterity, they are not ncrely, or flely, on 
“" dns Account, fubiect to that eternal Damnatien of Hell, 
“with which his Sin was thre atned.” So far le is in the 
Right: but when he adds, “ ‘This, I am fure, is not the 
Dodtrine of Calaiuifi, but dire&ly centracictory to it,” 
he is furely uncer a great Miftake (Gf I know what the 
Dodi ne of Calvinifm is) and there cannot be & more 
notor.ous-one. Jt the Calvinifls teach, thar Adzm’s Pot 
teriry ere hable to a future Condemnation thro” his Guilt 
imputed to thin, yet not for that Caufe only, but thro’ 
Corruption of Nature conveyed to them in the Courfe 
of natural Generation fiom him. Again, if the Calvi- 
mits teach, that the Poflerity of -4d2m are liable to the 
eccrnal Damnation of Hell by the Sin of their Nature 
derived from him, yet they are far from teaching, that 
they are fubje@ to this Damnation MEERLY and 
SOLELY by ./.um’s Sin, but by the Sin common to 
the human Nature, their own Sm, as Well as Adan’, (as 
has been oblerv’d before) having all finned in him. Yet 
again, the De&rine of Calvinifm is, that the Pofterity of 
Adam are fubje& to the eternal Damnation of Hell, not 
only on Account of Original Sin, but alfo of their actual 
TranfgrefMions ; as they could not be,were they fubje& to 
this Damnation mere/y or folely on Account of the Impu- 
tation of his Guilt to them. For thefe Terms or Partie 
cles, Meer!y end Sclely, are exclufive of all other merite 


ing Caufes of Damnation ; which is a Doétrine, that I am 


perfuaded no Ca/zinif? ner any otherMan who well knew 
what he affrm’d, did ever maintain. One would wonder 
whence this Writer took up his Notion of Calzinifm, to 
have fo odd a Conceit of the Doétrines which Calvinifts 
teach! 

On the whole, Sir, you will fee how little this Gen- 
tleman has ficcceded in all his Citations from my Beok 
to fuppert his Opinion en the f{econd Article, that I liad 

given 
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given up the Calviniftic Dostrine of the a ae = 
all Mankind to eternal Torments, Ss. This was a int 
fo intirely out of my View in the shia a hate, ate ee 
cerning which I have fo intirely Latpennes ny | ee g 
that L have left all Parties at Liberty, eitner to attr, oF 
deny it, confittently with any Thing [have me ae 
the laft Article be contlrued in Favour of the Negatr ts 
But you have feen, Sir, how juflly and fairly it es ale 
mit of a different Conftruétion. “And it ee i 
marginal Note, d toch’d from the Body of an hes 
thofe Rev. Gentlemen, who were pieas de to pane 
with their Recommendatory Preface,are poy oe 
whether or no they {ce Cafe to adopt that Be che 
tient of mine, exprefs'd in the faid Pte ce ee 
dent, they meant no more than to give their epee i. 
of, and to recommend, the Trat iieit, as tt Hate — 
defended the DoGrine of Original Sin (the alts yea, 
the only Subject and Scope of faid Trast) nia a 
View to the penal Confeqnences of it ne iby : 
State. Bat fince this Gentleman (with fome enhexs) 
pofitive in it, that I have given up the Calvi niftic ise 
which teaches the Liablene/s of ail Mankind ta the Se 
ments of Hell ox Account of the firfi Sin; * J lee 
maintain’d a Controverfy to no Purpofe, cae a ie 
tarily rclinquifh’d that which was the main ae ; ¢ fe 
(when this is a Poiat which I never contro crted, r 
sos'd fo much as to admit into the Debate,) but ‘ ay. 
fince this is the Cry, that i have given up - Gia 
I fhall only make this fair Offer to this W on bs: A 
thofe who he may converfe with, and to al sep = 
are in the fame Sentiments, and I give my a BE: 
Sir, thac you fhould make it as pablick as an se te 
That if they will affent to the Things | a Mee 
actually, and of fet Purpofe, maintain d in the s, - 
tion’d Tra, and which it never has been pes - oe 
have given up, vz. ‘* The [mutation of 4 “4 pe i 
« to his Pofterity, in the ma: fet and a. vn a 
« of jt, together with ne oo of a con fe deg 
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depravel Nature from him to them in the Courfe of 
ordinary Geicration, by which, without thcRedemption 
vf Chrill, and the Regeneratien of the Spirit, they 
“ muit be excluded trom the Kingdom of Heaven ;? if, 
J fay, ¢ cy will agree to this, which is the main Thing I 
contend for, [ affure them, whatever my particular Sen- 
timents are, T will have no Controverly or Difpute with 
then) about ‘he eternal Torments of Hell, whieh any of 
~Aiam’s Pollerity may be fuppos’d liable to on Account 
of hfs Sin; bur cvery one may be at Liberty, to receive, 
Or rej: & it, as he fees Reafon,—I hall have no Conteft 
with any Man about it. And I doubt not but the Rev. 
Gentleinen who fign’d the Preface, will readily concur 
with me in this Propofal. And I hope, this Writer will 
not find any] hing in it dark, ambiguous,or unintellicible, 
nor will tax me with Want of Candour, or good 
Nature, in making the faid Ofer. And may I not now 
expedt it from the Candor of thofe Gentlemen, who have 
fo freely expref3’d their Confidence, that 1 had given up 
(what they are picas’d to call) the main Point, that whe- 
ther I have done fo, or no, they will comply with this 
Propofal, and agrce to the true Scripture-Doétrine of Ori- 


9 . 
ginal Sin, abdftracted from the Confideration of the penal 
ure State, now this « greateft 


Confequences of it ina fut 
Stumbling Block in the Way of its being embraced” 
{as this Writer fpeaks) is, as far as lies in myPower, by the 
faid Propofal removed out of the Way. 

I fhou’d now have done with this Letter-Writer, but 
that I find myfelf obliged to take Notice of a few other 
Things that occur, and are often repeated in his Letter, 
which perhaps might more properly have been refleéted on, 
under fome of the foregoing Heads, 

The one is, his frequent reprefenting the Author of 
the Weter-Evening’s Converfation, as my Antagonift in 


the Punt of the LiablenefS of Mankind to eternal Tor- 


ments. &c. as is abovefaid, P. 12, 14. &c. And his faying 


fo often, that it was tke principal Defign of that Author, 
to attack this Polat of Caloivifx. SoD. 1 7. “ The prin- 


“ cipal 
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« cipal, if not only, Defign of that Book, was to ne 
“ the Calviniftical Doftrine upon that Articie in {pecia fi 
Again, “ This was the fpecial Point of Calviniim, whic 
“* he attacked.” Again, in the famePaze, be : a 
“ very Thing propofed by that Writer, to be i 7 
To the fame Purpofe, fee P. 11, 14, 18, anes , . eC 
arc ftrange Miftakes. Inever took him for my ae? 
nitt in the Debate, on this Point of Cu/vini/n, as he calis 
it. This I cut off from theDifpute, at the veryEougay 
upon it, as this Writer cannot but know, if he had ab 
the Tra& (as he profefles to have done) before he e : 
ver’d his Opinics upon it. Nay, 1 exprefly deere E 
(Appendix to Sammer-Morning’s Conver fation, 3.) that 
if a forefaid Author ‘ had held clofely to the Ne 
(of the latter Part of theQueftion) 1 vald not have a 
the Man that woald have oppos’d him. *—But the Trut 
is, tho’ the faid Author, both in his Title-Page, and in 
{tating the Queftion, propofes to difeu’s that Point ; yet it 
is evident from the whole Tenor and Scope of that Con- 
ference, that his main Defign was 0 make an Attack on 
the Doétrine of Original Sin ; by exploding, the Doétrine 
of the Derivation of Sin from Ad2m to his Pofterity, by 
reprefenting it as unworthy of God,and contrary to his? a 
feétions, by loading it with invidiousConfequences, as | . 
were neceffarily connested with the eternal —— . 
Infants that depart this Life, in Heil ; and ie ore £ 
along, the Flames of Hell, or forme fuch terri ying | a 
reflions,are bro’t in,and tack’d to thisDoétrine, to atirig fi 
seer from the Belief of it, and to beget in their Minds 
an Abhorrence of it, as,a crue) Doérine.—This alfo ap- 
pears very plainly, by his Attempts to wreft aye Hee. 
of Scripture, ufually pleaded for the Doftrine ° Bos 
Sin, that have noReference to the Punifhment in . 
Life ; which takes up a great Part of ee nd as 
to the main Point, which is faid by this Writer to be pro 
pofed, I don’t remember one Argument he has bro’t, . 
fhew that none of Adam’s Race are expofed to eterna 
Damnation by his Sin; unlefs doleful Exclamstions may 
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ra for Argument ; nor one Arcument to prove it incone 
filtent with the Juftice of God to infic ir, except vone= 
ment Affeverations, and thofe often repeated, are to be 
taken for Proof: fo that if this was his principal Scope he 
fees to have forgotten it,and to have made fomethin.s cite 
the principal Object of his Profecution. And hence uuls 
Writer may fatisty himfelf, that I kad no Occafon to co 
Into “ a particular and full Vindication” of the forcmen= 
tioned Calvinillical Dotrine, in Order to hipply any ef 
fential Defect in my Book, confidered as an Anfeer to 
VV inter- evenine’s Converfation,” as he fugectis P. 18, 
He fays, P.rr. “Iwasa Volunteer in Writing.”—I cone 
fefs it : and therefore, farely, might chufe my ownSubice, 
and not enlarge the Lines of Defence beyond what there 
was Reafon or Occafion for. The Conceffons of the fiid 
Author were abundantly fufficient for my Purpof : tem- 
poral Mifecries and Death befalling Mankind, as the Con- 
fequences and Eficéts of the Sin of Adam,are irrefracable 
Proofs of the imputation of his Sin to them ; fo that I had 
no Necd of the Argument from their Liablenefs to future 
Mifcries, in Confequence of that firft Tranfvreffion. And 
ifany others think I have been defeétive in my Perfor 
mance, in that I have not improv’d this laft Argument,all 
I have to fay, is, I have Jeft every one the full Liberty 
of making the beft Ufe of it they can ; I fhall not be 
their Oppofer : But I have not tho’t proper to fet myfelf 
that unneccflary Tafk. 

Another Thing I would obferve, is this Writer’s fre 
quent calling upon me, to vindicate the Juftice of Ged, 
or to fhew how it is confiftent therewith, to damn allMan- 
kind eternally, on Account of the firftSin? But what 3 
ftrange Inconfiftency is here! I am reprefented as giving 
up this Point of Calvinifin; and yet called upon to fhew 
its Confiftence with the Juftice of God. But fince the 
Gentleman feems con{cious to himfelf, that he might 
miftake the Meaning of my Words, I fhall forbear this 
Refle&tion. However, as I have often faid, I do not af 
fert it; fo T can fearce be perfuaded, that any Calvinitt 
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does, or will affert it, in the Senfe in which it is objected 
to them by their Adverfaries. NeverthelefS, were 1 ever 
fo firmly perfuaded, that none of -Atim’s PoMerity {ulfer 
the Damnation of Hell for his Sin; yet [fhould not dare 
tu pronounce it inconfi‘tent with the Juflice of God, to 
Jay them under fome Degree of a future Condemmation 
for that Sia ¥ For it is extreme Arrogance in fuch poer, 
frwil, guilty, obnoxious Creatures, as we aie, to determine 
the Rights of divine Juftice, or to fet Bounds or Mea- 
fures to it, and to fay, Thus far, it may punifh,but no fur- 
ther. If there never had been any one Inflance of Adam's 
Race, who fuller’d the Agonies of Death in Infincy, I 
doabt not, the faine Men who now cry out fo much a= 
gainft t-Injatice of dooming Infants to cternal Death, 
in Conte quence of Adam's Guilt imputed to them, would 
as loudly exclaim again{t the Injuftice of inflicting bodily 
Death on fuchlnfants,for that firftSin. "Till I know what 
the Pains are, which thall be inflicted on Infants in a fue 
ture State ; or whether any at all (which is a Sceret to all 
the World, iow confidently foever fome Men may talk, 
Jod. 38.17. Have the Gates of Death been opened to 
Zhee ? &c.) I hhalj look upon my{cif wholly unconcern’d 
to vindicate the Confiitency thereof with the Juftice of 
God.. Let us adore the Grace of God, that we, or any 
‘Number of the finful Pofterity of 4dam, may be recover 
ed and faved, out of the Ruins of Man’s Apoftacy, thro? 
a Redeemer ; and that God has promifed to be the God 
of our Seed ; which lays the Foundation of a comfortable 
Hope, concerning our Children that dieia Infancy : And 
this is the beft Thing that can be faid, that we have good 
Hope of their Salvation, thro” the Mercy of God, and 
Grace of Chrift: for this, and no more, we have Warrant 
to fay, from the divine Word. But if Men will not reft 
contented with this, without more pofitive Aflurance, but 
will have it faid, without all Peradventure, that all dying , 
Infants are faved, or elfe they will arraign te Jufticcef 
the great Lord of the World, in fubje@ing them to a fu- 
sure Condemnaticn, let them fear the Doom of bold 
Panes * — Jurruders 
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Intruders into the Things which they have not feen, or of 
bold Blafphemers of the Holinef§ and Juftice of the fu- 
preme Majefly. 
I had no ‘Tho’e of offering any Thing in Vindication 
of thofe Rev. Gentlemen, that prefac’d my Traé, who 
are refleéted on by thisLetter-Writer : they are well able, 
if they fee Caufe, to juftify their own Sentiments and Con- 
duét in this Matter, from the Imputation of Miflakes and 
Inconfiftencies, which it appears to me no difficult Matter 
to do. But now fince I have gone thus far, I crave your 
Patience, Sir, a Moment, till I have added a few 
Words in Favour of thefe Rev. Gentlemen, (referving to 
them the Liberty of their own Defence, if they fhould 
think it expedient to be more full and particular) in order 
to clear them from the Charge of a Miflake, which this 
Writer taxes them with. And ’tis the main Thing, about 
which he has deliver’d his Opinion inReference to them : 
he calls it “a Miftake, a very great one.”* P. 19. But 
what is this great Miftake ? And how does he prove it 
upon them? They are miftaken,he fays, fir/?, «« by adopt- 
ing a Miftake of mine ;” referring to the 8th Page of my 
Book, to that Paffage, « Infants fuffering the eternal 
Torments of Hell-Fire, is a Thing which few or none 
maintain,” And after what has been above faid in Vindica- 
tion of that Paffage, I freely leave you to judge, Sir, 
whofe Miftake that is, this Writer’s, or mine. Nor, were 
it my Miftake, do I underftand how the Gentlemen, who 
prefac’d my Book, can be faid to adopt it; they might 
approve and recommend the T'ra&, as being ufeful to the 
main Purpofe defign’d by it, without adopting every Mif- 
take that occurs in it: otherwife, I don’t fee how any hu- 
man Writings can be recommended, how ufeful foever to. 
Mankind, if thofe who recommend them, muft be fup- 
pofed to adopt everyMiftake of the Author. I doubt whe- 
ther this Gentleman was in the Exercife of his Candor, in 
this Refle&ion. 
Secondly, He endeavours to prove it, by what thefe 
Gentlemen fay in the Preface, But I find no gare, 
. = whic 
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which he has proved in the Paragraph quoted. (1 ) They 
are not miftaken in faying, “ The/Minter-Ever: g's Con- 
** verfation makes tragical Exclamations again the Doc- 
** trinc of Original Sin, commonly received in the Chir- 
*¢ ches of the Reformation :” for this is Fact, and unde- 
niable. (2.) They are not miflaken, in fuppofing thee 
*‘ the Doétrine of Original Sin does not imply, thet 
© Children dying in Infancy, fuffer the eternal Tot- 
** ments of Hell for the firft Sin of 4207: for 
thefe are diftin& Articles, as I have fhewed above. 
(3.) If there be any Miftake, ic muft be in their faying, 
** The Patrons of thatDoétrine are wont to leave the fe 
* ture State of fuch among the fecret Things which be- 
S« Jong to God alone.” But this Prepofition is indefinire ; 


not meaning,that all and every one wl.o may be calledia-" 


trons of Original Sin, have been fo modeft and wife. Yer 
the Propofition taken indefinitely, is true ; the Patrons of 
it afually do fo. And Men generally count it Rafhnefs, 
to determine any Thing, of the State of any Man in ano- 
ther World. When Men depart this Life, the difpofing of 
their future Condition is generally “Icft. as a Secret with 
God ; tho’ there may be fome few rafi Men, who too 
prefumptucufly take upon them to determine it. How 
much more generally may this Caution be fuppefed to be 
ebferv’d in Reference to Infants, even among thofe who 
patronize the Doétrine of Original Sin ?—But whatProofs 


does he bring, to fhew they are miftaken? Hecites afew \ 


particular Authors, who were Patrons of Criginal Sin, 
and who fometimes {peak of Infants as fubje&t to the 
Damnation of Hell. Yet by what Logick will he draw 
out an Argument from a Number of Particutars,that fhall 
conclude againft an indefinite Propofition ?—But he pre= 
tends a Proof not ofly from particular Perfons, but from 
the Weftminjter Affembly’s Confeifion of Faith, “ fub- 
«« feribed by the Elders & Afefengers of the Churches of 
*¢ this Province, Anno 1648.” ‘Vheir Teftimony might 
be of fome Weight, if it were to his Purpofe. He cites 
the 3d Article of the 1 oh Chap. in thefe Words, J’iz. 
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“« E'eP T-fants, dying in Iatancy, are regencrated and 
*¢ faved by Chritt tnro’ the Spirit, &e.”? What Patron of 
Cri sinal Sia ever denied this ? Butic feems he Jays the 
chict Sircfs of b's P. vof on the Words, J2led? Tnfaiits. He 
fays, “* Vhe Phrate, Elect Infants, effentially includes in 
it the Tea of fome that are Jeft.”) But notwihflanding 
/this_all_thar die in Infancy, may be elect Infaits. For 
according to the Doétrine of Calvinifts, all Mankind are 
the Objects of divine Election, or Reprobation, in the firft 
Stete of their Exiftence, in their earlieft Infancy, as foon 
as born, yea while unborn; according toRkom. 9. 11. For 
the Children betng nat yet born, neither hevt "g dane any 
Gasd or Evi' that the Purpofe of God according te Election 
nitht fland, &c. Therefore there is no Abfurdity in fup- 
poting, that all who die in Infancy, may be of theNumber 
of thofe whom God has eleéted, out of the whole Mais, 
or Body of Mank:nd. For if all Mankind, whilft Infants, 
are the Objects of the divine Decrees of Ele&ion, and 
Reprobation or Preterition, then al) dying Infants may 
be Eleé& : and yet there may be Infants enough left, or 
pafs’d by, to be “ included in the Idea of Eleé& Infants.” 
| "Therefore the Phrafe, Eled Znfants,can’t infer the Dam- 
"nation of any that die in Infancy. Still it remains a Sc- 
cret with God, whether all, or how many or few are 
faved ? Who they are? And what their State is? Which 
are all Queflions, that it can be of no Ufe or Profit to 
us to have refolv’d, and which, if we be wife to Sobriety, 
we fhall be willing to leave to the fecretCounfel of God. 
I fhall only add, as to the Advice given by the Rev. 
Prefacers, to thefe Churches, to ‘* beware of fettling any 
«* Man in the Paftoral Office, who does not profefs a 
** firm Belief of the great Doérine here defended, and 
«« the other important Articles of our holy Religion de- 
** pendent on it.” This Gentleman, furely, can objeé no- 
thing to this folemn Advice, but muft concur in it, if he 
*« heartily joins with them’? (as he fays he does) “in 
“« praying that this People and theirOfispring may be nou- 
“ riled wp in the Words of Faith and Sot Fe 
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And tho’ he fays, as to the above-Advice, “ A Man may 
«« firmly belicve the ;Doétrine here defended, and all 
«« the other Articles connected with it,” and (ftill he’s of 
Opinion, he may) “ not believe, with our Catechifns, and 
“© Wejlninfter Confeffion of Faith, that all Adam’s Pof- 
“« terity are liable to the Damnation of Hell, &c.””—Yet 
I hope,he has theCandor to bear with others that are of a 
different Opinion. 

As to the Story told in the Clofe of the Letter, of a 
“¢ Jate venerable Council’s advifing one of our Churches 
“< to difmifs their Paftor—upon this Charge, principally, 
“« That be did not think it conjiftent with the vie and 
«« Mercy of God, eternally to damn any of Adam's Poftes 
“« rity, meerly upon the Account of bis firft Sin:?*—on 
the ftriteft Inquiry I have been able to make into the 
Matter, I am affured, by good Information from Perfons 
of unfpotted Veracity, and who were well acquainted 
with the Affair, that ithas no Foundation in Fact; but 
that the faid Council advifed the Church to difmifs their 
Paftor, becaufe he denied the whole Doétrine of Original 


. Sin, both imputed and inherent.- 


I fhall now make no further Remarks, Sir, on the 
Piece you fent me; fave this one, vz. That fince this 
Volunteer-Writer has blam’dtheRev.Prefacers, fo freely, 
for not peaking out, when they had Occajion, it is Mattet 
of Wonder, that he himfelf has not {poken out, and more 
openly declar’d his Opinion on the main Subje& of the 
Sum. Morn, Conv ; \etting us plainly know, what Side of 
the Queftion be is of, whether for, or againf? the great 
Doétrine of Oxtcinat Sx. Which would have been but 
an acting the con/iftent Part—— 


J am, 
Sir, 
Your affured Friend, 
and bumble Servant, 


Danvers, 
Fily 1. 4758, 
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out again{t the Summer Morning's Converfation ;—about the 
fame ‘Time with this which is the Subject of the foregoing Re- 
marks, and which carrying the Face of calm, folid Reafoning, deferv'd 
fome Attention. —But the other appears of a very different Complexion ; 
and only refembles it in being without the Author's Mame. Indeed 


a A NOTHER Pamphlet, intitled, Farr-Pray, was foon threwn 


_ it’s obfcrvable, in general, our Adverfaries in this great Point of Ouigi- 


nal Sin,feem ftudioufly to concea! themfelves, and fecrete their Names, 
as if they were a/nam’d or afraid to come into the open Light : and 
this, the World may well fufpect, is the true Reafon why the /atter 
Pamphlet, cfpecially, comes out azonymous. This doughty Fiece, if 
the foul Miftakes and Mifreprefentations, which are fo apparent in it, 
and which the Author has made the Foundation of fo many idle, in- 
decent, ill-natur'd, and ludicrous Refleftions, might fursifh a proper 
Title for it, wou'd juftly merit one very much the Reverfe of that 
which he has been pleas’d to grace it with.—And if by him or any 
other it be expected, I fhould in my own Vindication animadvert on 
the faid Pamphlet, as I have fo plentiful a Share in the mean and un- 
manly Reflections it contains, 1 am willing they be advertis’d, that 3 
have quite a different View of the Cafe, and know how to {pend pre- 
cious Time better, than in A!tercations with fuch Sort of Writers, 
which moft needs be tedious and ungrateful, and can be of no Ufe to 
Mankind. —I'm of Opinion, truly, that to fuch Scrib/ers, as deal chiefly 
in poor Banter and Railery, but otherwife have little Skill in Contro- 
verfy, or elfe little Difpofition to write in a Manner calculated for any 
valuable Purpafes, the beft Return is Si/ence and Contempt.—And as ¥ 
have not hitherto met with one learned and judicious Perfon, on either 
Bide of the Queltion, who thought that Performance worthy of any 
publick Notice ; fo I'm perfuaded, thofe Rev. Gentlemen, who are 
therein by Name particularly addrefs'd, and reflected on, will deem it 
beneath their Regards.— Therefore, at leaft, till the Senfe and 
Scope of that Piece, the Force of its Arguings, and the Conneétion of 
its Parts, can be better underftood, and till fome- of the fober intelli- 
gent World about us judge it worth the Colt and Pains its athcr 
requires in Order to the publifhing his Name, fo far as I can guefs, he 
mult be content, however fond of the contrary Events, that his Piece 
go without the Honour of a Reply,—that his/Vame efcape the Know- 
ledge of the Publick,—and both be doom’d to the perpetual Obfcu- 
rity, which, for aught I know, they may deferve to remain in. 
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